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I would Ilike to thank Representative
MCNERNEY and Representative GIFFORDS for
their leadership in offering this amendment,
which will increase opportunities for so many
undergraduate students.

This amendment will focus attention on the
need to involve more Hispanic students in the
science field by creating a specific program for
Hispanic-Serving Institutions to receive infra-
structure development funding.

| would also like to thank Chairman GOR-
DON, Subcommittee Chairman BAIRD, and the
staff at the Science and Technology Com-
mittee for their assistance in drafting this
amendment, and for their commitment to in-
creasing participation of minorities in the
science and technology fields.

Hispanic-Serving Institutions serve the ma-
jority of the nearly two million Hispanic stu-
dents enrolled in college today, and many of
these institutions offer associate, under-
graduate, and graduate programs and degrees
in the science, technology, engineering, and
mathematics fields.

The Hispanic-Serving Institutions Under-
graduate Program created by this amendment
will allow these colleges and universities to ac-
cess the funding they need to enhance their
educational programs.

In my district alone, about 10,000 students
attend Hispanic-Serving Institutions offering
degrees in these science fields. Students at
institutions throughout Queens and the Bronx,
including Lehman College, Bronx Community
College, Hostos ~ Community  College,
LaGuardia Community College, Vaughn Col-
lege of Aeronautics and Technology, and the
College of Mount Saint Vincent, like those all
across the country, will benefit from increased
access to funding to improve these degree
programs.

This amendment corrects a long-standing
inequality at the National Science Foundation.

Unlike their counterparts of Historically
Black Colleges and Universities and Tribal
Colleges and Universities, Hispanic-Serving
Institutions have not benefited from a specific
program to provide them with grants for re-
search, curriculum, and infrastructure develop-
ment.

Without access to targeted capacity-building
grants, Hispanic-Serving Institutions have dif-
ficulty increasing the ranks of Hispanics in the
science, technology, engineering, and mathe-
matics fields, where they have been histori-
cally underrepresented. Studies show that His-
panics earn less than 3 percent of doctorates
in these areas, compared to more than 50
percent by non-Hispanic whites.

This amendment also goes to the heart of
the Innovation Agenda spearheaded by
Speaker PELOSI and the new Democratic Coa-
lition in the House to increase our Nation’s
competitiveness and create more math and
science graduates.

To maintain our global competitiveness, we
need to increase our pool of scientists, mathe-
maticians, and engineers.

We can do this by ensuring that Hispanics,
the youngest and fastest-growing ethnic popu-
lation group in the nation, are prepared with
the knowledge and skills that will contribute to
our Nation’s future economic strength, security
and global leadership.

This grants program will educate and train a
new generation of experts in the science,
technology, engineering and mathematics
areas. By engaging Hispanic-Serving Institu-
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tions in this process, we can reach out to and
involve more of the Hispanic educational com-
munity.

The National Science Foundation, through
its undergraduate and graduate programs, can
assist Hispanic-Serving Institutions in devel-
oping programs to prepare current and future
generations of Hispanics and other minority
professionals in the sciences.

| applaud the establishment of a Hispanic-
Serving Institutions Undergraduate Program to
achieve these goals, and | urge passage of
this excellent amendment by Representatives
MCNERNEY and GIFFORDS.

Mr. BAIRD. Mr. Chairman, I move to
strike the last word.

The prior speakers have been very el-
oquent in support of this and the hour
is late; so I won’t go into any detail. I
just want to commend them for their
leadership on this and urge support of
this outstanding amendment.

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
I move to strike the last word.

I want to commend my colleagues as
well for bringing what would on its
face value be seen as a remarkably new
and innovative program. In fact, I
think as the gentleman said, advancing
‘““the Democratic innovation agenda.”
Well, it is curious, Mr. Chairman, be-
cause if you view and look specifically
at the language that is in this amend-
ment, and it is to be commended in-
deed, it bears striking resemblance to
the language in current law. In fact,
the National Science Foundation Au-
thorization Act of 2002, section 24 has
language that is exactly the same as is
in this amendment.

So I want to commend my colleagues
for being inventive and being innova-
tive indeed.

I also think it would be appropriate
for them to cite, in fact, where the
original language came from, and that
was the prior Republican Congress. So
I commend my colleagues for their in-
novation, indeed, in formulating an
amendment that is already in place in
current law.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The ques-
tion is on the amendment offered by
the gentleman from California (Mr.
MCNERNEY).

The amendment was agreed to.
AMENDMENT NO. 2 OFFERED BY MR. PRICE OF
GEORGIA

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
I offer an amendment.

The Acting CHAIRMAN. The Clerk
will designate the amendment.

The text of the amendment is as fol-
lows:

Amendment No. 2 offered by Mr. PRICE of
Georgia:

At the end of the bill, add the following
new section:

SEC. 19. REQUIREMENT OF OFFSETS.

(a) IN GENERAL.—No authorization of ap-
propriations made by this Act or other provi-
sion of this Act that results in costs to the
Federal Government shall be effective except
to the extent that this Act provides for off-
setting decreases in spending of the Federal
Government, such that the net effect of this
Act does not either increase the Federal def-
icit or reduce the Federal surplus.

(b) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the terms
‘“‘deficit” and ‘‘surplus’ have the meanings

May 2, 2007

given such terms in the Congressional Budg-
et and Impoundment Control Act of 1974 (2
U.S.C. 621 et seq.).

Mr. PRICE of Georgia. Mr. Chairman,
I know the hour is late and we are
drawing to a close on this, and I think
this is an appropriate amendment upon
which to end for this is the amendment
that allows us as a Congress to say,
yes, indeed, we believe that fiscal re-
sponsibility is important.

As you know, Mr. Chairman, this
bill, the National Science Foundation
Authorization Act, authorizes $20.973
billion, nearly $21 billion, over 3 years
and creates five new Federal programs.
The National Science Foundation Au-
thorization Act establishes a pilot pro-
gram of 1-year seed grants for new in-
vestigators to help improve funding
rates for young investigators and to
stimulate higher-risk research. It en-
courages the NSF to foster relation-
ships between academia and industry
in order to spawn U.S. competitiveness
and furthers the Agency’s traditions of
education in science, technology, engi-
neering, and math.

The NSF has a mission to achieve ex-
cellence in science, technology, engi-
neering, and mathematics education at
all levels and all settings from kinder-
garten through postdoctoral training,
from classrooms to science museums
and online resources, having done so
for the last half century. And while
what this bill does is extremely impor-
tant, equally important is this amend-
ment that will apply the principle of
pay as you go to any new spending au-
thorized by this legislation by requir-
ing that any new spending have a spe-
cific offset.

The amendment provides that no au-
thorization of appropriations made by
this Act that results in costs to the
Federal Government shall be effective
unless there are decreases in spending
elsewhere in the Federal Government.

Mr. Chairman, common sense dic-
tates that that is what we should do.
Not only common sense, but previous
promises by this new majority. An ex-
cerpt of ““A New Direction for Amer-
ica,”” which was proposed by House
Democrats in the 109th Congress as
their plan for the majority, it reads:
“Our New Direction is committed to
pay-as-you-go budgeting, no more def-
icit spending. We are committed to au-
diting the books and subjecting every
facet of Federal spending to tough
budget discipline and accountability,
forcing the Congress to choose a new
direction and the right priorities for all
Americans.”

Well, hear, hear, Mr. Chairman. I
heartily agree. But on April 18, Major-
ity Leader HOYER was quoted in Roll
Call as saying, ‘“We want to get the
budget deficit under control. We have
said that fiscal responsibility was nec-
essary, but we’re not going to be hoist-
ed on the torrent of fiscal responsi-
bility.”

Well, Mr. Chairman, Americans all
across this Nation are being shaken
down by a ‘“‘torrent’ of fiscal irrespon-
sibility.



